UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 03-7172

KHI DR ABDUL- KHABI R, a/ k/a Qui ncy Davi s,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

and

WLLIE CONNOR, 111,
Plaintiff,
vVer sus

ROY W CHERRY, Superintendent; L. LATHAM

Lieutenant; J. O NEIL, Holds Disciplinary

Hearings Delivers Disciplinary Reports; E.

JONES; D. STERLING E. TAYLOR, DAVID L.

SI MONS; K. LEE; LI TTLEJOHN,

Def endants - Appel |l ees.

Appeal from the United States District Court for the Eastern
District of Virginia, at Norfolk. Jerone B. Friednman, D strict
Judge. (CA-01-500-2)

Subm tted: October 29, 2003 Deci ded: November 18, 2003

Bef ore NI EMEYER, MOTZ, and GREGORY, Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.




Khi dr Abdul - Khabir, Appellant Pro Se. Sanuel Law ence Dunville,
NORRI S & ST. CLAIR, P.C., Virginia Beach, Virginia, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).

PER CURI AM

Khi dr Abdul - Khabir appeals a district court judgnment granting
sumary judgnent to the Defendants and dismissing his civil rights
conplaint. The district court found that insofar as Abdul - Khabir
sought nonetary danages as a result of due process violations
during two prison disciplinary hearings, the Defendants were
entitled toqualifiedinmnity. Wth regard to Abdul -Khabir’s cl aim
for injunctive relief, the court found that expungenent of his
pri son records was not necessary. W have reviewed the record and
the district court orders and affirm on the reasoning of the

district court. See Abdul-Khabir v. Cherry, No. CA-01-500-2 (E. D

Va. July 18, 2003). W dispense with oral argunment because the
facts and legal contentions are adequately presented in the
materials before the court and argunment would not aid the

deci si onal process.
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